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REMARKS 

Reconsideration of the ipswnt application is respecifuUy requested m view of ibe 
foregoing amendments wd the following comments. 

In tire office action, claims 1, 4» and 6 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 101 as being 
directed to non statutory subject mauer. Claim 2 was rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 112 as failing to 
comply with the enablement i^uirement. Claims 1-3 were rejected under 35 U-S.C. § 102(e) as 
being unpatentable over i-ee (U,S, 6,539,225). ClHom 4 was rejected under 35 US.C. § 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Lee in view of Suzuki (U.S. 6.791,946), Claim 5 was rejected under 35 
U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over tee in view of Suzuki, and further in view of Baiyor 
(U.S. 6,282,429). Claim 6 was rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Lee 
in view of Lee and Douglis (US. 6,487,596). And Claim 7 was rejected under 35 U,S.C. § 
1 03(a) as being unpatentable over Lee ia view of Lee and Douglis, and further in view of 
Jennings (U.S. 6,597.774). 

Claims 1-7 have been amended. It is submitted that these araendmems address the issues 
raised by the office action with respect to the rejections under 35 U.S.C, §§101 and 1 12, first 
paragraph. As amended claims 1-7 recite statutory subject matter and are fully enabled. 
Withdrawal of the rejections under 35 U.S.C. §§ lOl and 1 12 is respectfully reque:*ied. 

On the merits, with respect to the rejection of independent claim I , this claim has been 
amended to recite, in pertinent part: 

the ntanaging communication device releasing, with a movement 
of the mobile node managed, an older tutmel already established so 
as to prevent a number of all tunnels established between the 
conurtunication device itself and the acconunodating 
communication device from exceeding a predetermined threshold 
value. 
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The office action appears lo allege that applicant's predetennined threshold could be "1" 
and therefore This limitation is met by the relied upon portion of the cited reference. HoAvever, 
according to Lee at column 6, lines 6-19, it is stated that the invention described therein can be 
readily ad^ted to handle any number of base stations engaged in negotiation (call handoff 
negotiation) by adding a new foreign agent for each base station and routing the same 
communication content to all foreign agents (old and new) until the call handoff is completed. 
Therefore, contrary to the suggestion in the office action, Lee fails to teach any means for 
controlling the number of tunnels. 

The number of tunnejs in the Lee reference's system corresponds to the total of the old 
base stations (Old SSS) and the new base stations (New BSS), Accordit^gly, Lee fails to disclose 
or suggest controlling the number of base stations to be bandied at the time of a call handoff 
processing. 

Therefore, it is respectfully submitted that independent claim U as amended, patentably 
distinguishes over the relied upon portions of Lee and is allowable. Claim 2 depends from claim 
I and is allowable thcsrewith. 

With respect to independent claim 3, as amended it now recites '*means controlling a 
number of tunnels to be within a predetermined number." As discussed above, Lee does not 
teach controlling the number of mimels, and thus does cannot teach their control within a 
predetermined time. Therefore, it is respectfully submitted that independent claim 3 patentably 
distinguishes over Lee and is allowable. 

As to independent claim 4, as amended it now recites; 

'^e managing communication device rejecting an establishment 
of a new tunnel when the new tunnel is required to be established 
with a movement of a single mobile node managed, a number of 
all tunnels presently established for ail mobile nodes managed by 
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the coramuuication device iiself exceeds a predetermmed xhreshold 
value, and no tunnel corresponding lo the single mobile node is 
established, and releasing an older tunnel corresponding to the 
single mobile node ro establish the new tunnel when at least one 
tunnel corresponding to the single mobile node is established". 

Independent claim 6, as amended now recites: 

''the managing communication device detenrnning a lifetime, with 
a movement of th^ mobile node managed, of a mimel esiabhsbed 
between the managing communication device itself and the 
accommodating communication device, so that when a number of 
all tunnels presently used is large the lifeume is shortened". 

As amended claims 4 and 6 recite elements for controlling the ntimber of base stations to 
be handled at the time of a call handoff processing. 

As described above, Lee fails to disclose or suggest controlling the number of base 
stations to be handled at the time of a call handoff processing. Therefore, one skilled in the art 
would not be motivated to combine the teachings of Suzuki or Doughs et al, to achieve the 
independent claims 4 and 6 of the present invention. 

Claims 5 and 7 respectively depending from independent claims 4 and 6 are also believed 
to be patentable at least because of their dependency from the respective independent claims 4 
and 6. Moreover, it is submitted that the shortcomings of Suzuki and Doughs, discussed above, 
are not addressed by the reUed upon portions of Baiyor or Jennings. Accordingly, withdrawal of 
the rejection of claims 4-7 is requested, 

Conclusioa 

In view of the remarks and amendments set forth above, this application is in condition 
for allowance which action is respectfijUy requested- However, if for any reason the Examiner 
should consider this application not to be xn condition for allowance, the f xartuner is respectfully 
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requested to telephone the undersigned attorney at the number listed below prior to issuing 



Any fee due with this paper may be charged to Deposit Account No. 50- 1 290. 



CUSTOMER NUMBER 026304 

Telephone: (212) 940-8800 

Fax: (212) 940-8986 or 8987 

Docket No.: FUJZ 19.02 J (100794-11761) 
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further Action. 



Respectfully subiniiie4 




Nathan Weber 
Reg. No. 50,958 
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